We found a mathematical error in sarcomere length (L s ) measurements in the original publication. Upon detection of the error, sarcomere lengths were re-measured from the original slide-mounted samples, and also in newly dissected fiber bundles from the same specimens to confirm accuracy. Architectural parameters were then recalculated using corrected L s and all statistical analyses were repeated using corrected data. The revised calculations affected the absolute values only and showed that the pelvic floor muscles (PFMs) do not have sarcomeres shorter than other human skeletal muscles. Importantly, there are no changes in the major conclusion of the article regarding the functional subspecialization of the individual PFMs. A table containing the revised values and the adjusted Figs. 2 and 3 are presented below.
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